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SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 
See Continuation Sheet 

Part III. 

[3 It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: Examiner 
indicates that Applicant's arguments filed 1/13/05 have been fully considered. However, they do not place the claims 
in condition for allowance. Applicant argues that Evan reference does not disclose a device including a head sized for 
inserting into a lumen of a catheter assembly having a tissue ingrowth cuff. Since the catheter assembly is not 
positively claimed and the head of the device as claimed does not including a size range that is different than the 
Evan's device. Therefore, the introductory statement of intended use and all other functional statements have been 
carefully considered but are deemed not to impose any structural limitations on the claims distinguishable over the 
Evan et al.'s device which is capable of being used as claimed if one desires to do so. Examiner suggests the 
applicant to claim the catheter assembly having a catheter stabilizing device including a tissue ingrowth cuff in 
combination with device for removing the catheter stabilizing device from surrounding tissue. Applicant agrees. See 
the Examiner's Amendment for detail of the amendments to the claim. . 



